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throne, he left Isfahan in disgust and retired to Astarabad.1 This story,
which is improbable, is not corroborated by the principal contemporary
authorities,
It seems that when Tahmasp was at Tehran towards the close of 172^,
either he2 or the people of Ray3 appealed to Path 'Ali Khan to assist them
against the Afghans, The Qajar chief responded, and fought an indecisive
action with the enemy near Varamin ; he then advanced in the direction
of Tehran, but he arrived too late to make contact with Tahmasp or to
prevent the Ghalzais from taking the town. He thereupon retreated
eastwards, and eventually joined Tahmasp at Sari, as already related.
According to Muhammad Muhsin4 (whose testimony regarding Path
'Ali Khan is not free from bias), he had been in active revolt during the
winter of 1725-6 ; after sacking Damghan, he entered Mazandaran,
where he defeated a body of Tahmasp's supporters. He then advanced
to Sari, where he and some other Qajar chiefs went to Tahmasp " with
swords in their belts and Qur'ans in their hands," saying that the prince's
generals had been unworthy, as they had abandoned their country to the
enemy. Fath'Ali Khan then craved forgiveness for his previous behaviour,
and offered his services and those of his men. The truth of the matter
probably is that Fath 'Ali Khan, if not in actual revolt, had been for a
long time quite independent of Tahmasp, owing to his distance from the
prince and the disturbed state of the country.
While loyalty may have influenced Fath 'Ali Khan to some extent in
arriving at his decision to join Tahmasp, it seems probable that self-interest
and the instinct for self-preservation were additional motives* He had
only 2,000 followers, while Malik Mahmud Sistani (who had, in 1723,
taken advantage of the chaotic state of Khurasan to seize Mashhad and
had set himself up there as an independent ruler)5 was vastly more powerful
Although Tahmasp's forces were negligible in point of numbers, his
position as the sole surviving son of the ex-Shah made him the only possible
rallying point for all those of his countrymen who remained loyal to the
Safavi line.6 Fath 'Ali Khan, who was a man of much greater intelligence
and foresight than Tahmasp, doubtless realised the value, from this point
of view, of an association with the prince. He must have known that,
with his much stronger personality, he could soon gain an ascendency
1 See, for example, the Rau$atu's-Safa, Vol. VIII (as the pages of the lithographed edition are
unnumbered, no precise reference can be given).
* Fcws-Nama, p. 163.
3	Muhammad Taqi's Nasikhu't-Tawarikh, p. 8,
4	Z.T,, fol. 211 (b).
fi For Malik Mahmud's rise to power, his capture of Mashhad in 1723, and his defeat of Tahnmsp's
general, Rida Quli Khan, see the Z.T., fol. 220 (a)-223 (a) and Vol. II, p. 337, of the
Matla'u'sh-Shams by Muhammad 3asan Khan (Sani V d-Daula).
1 They could hardly rally to the ex-Shah, because he was a prisoner in the hands of Ashraf,

